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T hat Cuban Missﬂe Undersmﬂdmg

- tion. Nor-did Kennedy say they had He4
did list (Nov. 20) what “Chairman Khru-

~ With Washmgtou ..hzeatenmg to ‘g0 to
“the source”.insCuba and with. Moscow-

-_,“Kennedy sand

-it is a good time to check the-no-invasion;.
no-offensive-weapons . understandmg that.
. ended the-1962 Cuban’ missile crisis One.
- thing you.find by going back is that Ken- -
* nedy's..and- Khmshchevh(st:l} unpub-

. hinting: it may put nuclear weapons there, - Khrushchev b exchange :

~is apparentl_y bezng
wzdely misread by. the .

-lished) . ‘exchange is appaxently ~being
+widely misread by the Reagan aﬁmgx;stra- Reagan admln ISt T atl on
tmn and by others arguing fora hard line-
~€IA Director William J. Casey, for in- an d b)’ Other S ar g ulno

't

stance, when-asked whethér the arrival of : N ” R
new MiG23s.in:Cuba violates the- 196’ - fOl’ a hard ll.ne' -
terms, told U,S. News & World Report on’ . R

_March 8: “Oh; sure it does because the 6"

shchev . ... agreed” to do: remove and keep-

~Z'verification and safeguards. The United "

=< Later in'the same statement, he added
i+ another - condition - to’* his- no-invasion

- pledge; it is the one.often cited now—"if
.‘Cuba is not used for the export of aggres-

_contend Khrushchev had agreed to it. In
-the next breath. he.spoke of “subversion
‘from Cuba” as something we would’ be
‘continuing to try to halt by other means.

=0 “If the Soviets keep “offensive” weapons

out offensive systems, permit follow-up.

States, he went on, agreed not to jnvade.

sive Communist purposes.” But he did not.

out of Cuba, is. the United - States still"
+bound by its -no-invasion pledge? The:
'p!edwe was limited by Khrushchev’s un-;
. dertaking to.arrange verification and safe-.
guards The Kremlin never delivered. ...
~In 1970,  however, “Henry Kbsmger.
thmkmq to button down the Soviet no-of- -
fensive-weapons pledge, “reaffirmed” (as he’
7 put it in his'memoirs) keeping hands off]
_Castro. .Inexplicably, .he dropped the veri- .
Tfication and -safeguards. condition, asking
nothmg in retwrn. On Sept. 25, 1970, more-
* over, briefing the press about a threatened ’
* Soviet sub base at Cxenfuegos, he indicated 1
“that the Kennedy no-invasion condition—
.that Cuba not be-used to export avgresawe
Commumst purposes—had no standing. - - .,
Is all this academic? I think not. Sovxet—
Amerxcan understandings or agreements

agreement’said-the Soviets would send no.: M10233 and unqueshonably, is e\tportmg
- offensive- weapons, and. it also- said there- revolutton st s
- wouid. be.no-export of-revolution- from. ;.- But.there is no evxdent bas:s for clanm-
~Cuba. The: agreement. has been vmlated mg that these acts vmlate the 1962 terms P
. tor 20 years.? ;. - - N Tg comment, on_ the- first; I rely.on a
- On Wednesday, The Wall Street Jour- ,‘Asummary ‘of the public record by Ray-
nal recalled edncma}ly that Kennedy had’ ' mond L: Garthoff of the Brcokmgs Tnsti-
: ¢aid after the crisis (on Nov. 20), “if all of- . tution, a retired diplomat, in t}'e Poht;cal
- fensive weapons are removed from Cuba" ‘< Sciencé Quarterly, Fall 198077 -7 77 "™
and kept.out of: the hemisphere in the fu- The “offensive military eqmpment”
- ture, underadequate verification and safe- that. Kennedy pronounced unacceptable ~
‘guards, and If Cuba is not used for the ex~.;" on Oct.- 22, 1962, included the. ballistic "
- port. of aggressive Communist. purposes;.”s mﬂsﬂm and “jet bombers. capable of car- .’
thera w:llbepeace inthe Caribbean.” " ‘rying *nucleer weapons” ”_IL28s.  But ©
% The irapression- is being conveyed that 5% Cuba’s.MiGs of the day (213) were never -
the Kremlin is violating its word by ship-" declared™ "offensive,”- ‘either  in - their -
-~ ping in “offensive” weapons and éxporting *  fi ghter-mtercepwr ‘or fighter- -bomber ver-"
< revolution;-and may-violate it further by  sion. Nor, as the 1962 understandmg was -
- emplacing - new : missiles.. President Rea- l_xpdated by word and practice: over. the .
s'gan, while saying Wednesday mghb—ac— years,.did: the United States ever so"pro-: . are special, t6 make or to break. The" 1962 1
cumbely—-that. putting missiles into Cuba . > scribe the MiG23s'(of Both. versions) that.- understanding embodied the vital if not
<would. be’ & “total violation,” added that" . “Zstarted showing up in 1978: they were few: " the supreme. interests of bothsides. Its~
~ “there’s beep- other -(unspecified) things - and not fitted out fornuclear arms.* .. .: collapse 'or even: its substantial erosion
“ we think are violations.” All this opens the ' =" . As for the suggestion that the export of  could have the most dire consequences.
possxblht.y of. droppmg the-bar agamst an -  revolution violates the: 1962 terms,” the,‘ % Tampering:with the  terms, or. suggatmg,
invasion of Cuba: . ). . < Smnets in 1962 d‘nd not’ forswear revolu- ... that the other side is, is playing with fire. _
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